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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 14, 
Line 24, the phrase "user has been logged of from the copy station" should be changed 
to "user has been logged off from the copy station." On page 15, Line 9, the reference 
Block 80 is incorrect, it should instead be Block 60 to determine if the MFD is idle or not. 
Finally, on page 15, Line 25 and 27, the location "copy station 6" is not correct, it should 
be "copy station 4." 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1,4-5, 11, 21-23, 27-30 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Lobiondo C194). 

Regarding claim 1, Lobiondo ('194) discloses having a document processing 
device, which is his case is a workstation (See Figure 2) that includes a user interface 
with touch screen display, a scanner for photocopying, a controller and printer section 
(See Col. 5, Line 65-CoL 6, Line 4), which is able to perform copy and print jobs, as well 
as other requests (See Col. 3, Line 56-63). He also discloses a print server (See Figure 
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1, Element 60) being able to access print jobs within the network (See Col. 3, Line 37- 
• 41), and a copier connected to the document processing device (See Figure 2, Element 
35), which comprises a remote scanner allowing the user to scan the requested data 
and print it (See Figure 2; Col. 3, Line 56-63). Since the workstation disclosed by 
Lobiondo ('194) has printing, copying, and networking capabilities, it holds a copy and 
print job on the same level because a job is printed from a printer chosen from all the 
networked ones in order to complete it in the time specified (See Col. 4, Line 47-54), so 
if a user tried to do a print and/or copy job, a message is displayed saying a job is being 
done at one or more locations and cannot complete the job currently (See Col. 6, Line 
29-34). 

Regarding claim 4, Lobiondo ('194) discloses the scheduler having the data 
printed either at a predetermined location, a specific document processing device (See 
Figure 1 , Element 30), alternative document processing devices or printers near the 
predetermined one (See Figure 1 , Element 10), a remote printer, or diverting the job 
between a plurality of printers for a print job, (See Col. 5, Line 34-40). 

Regarding claim 5, Lobiondo ('194) discloses having a display (See Figure 2, 
Element 75) with a user interface (See Figure 2, Element 40) that notifies the user via 
the scheduler, which may be in a print server, how the job was or will be distributed, as 
well as when the job is completed (See Col. 6, Line 22-48). 

Regarding claim 11, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed C806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses a 
message frame (See Figures 12 and 13) that appears on the display informing the user 
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why the job faulted or was prevented from printing on the workstation (See Col. 8, Line 
57-63). 

Regarding claim 28, Lobiondo 0194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed (*806) discloses a main 
memory incorporating several hard disks (See Figure 2, Element 56) used for storing 
operating system software within the workstation as well as other data (See Col. 5, Line 
47-50). Since the workstation disclosed by Lobiondo ('194) has printing, copying, and 
networking capabilities, it holds a copy and print job on the same level because a job is 
printed from a printer chosen from all the networked ones in order to complete it in the 
time specified (See CoL 4, Line 47-54), so if a user tried to do a print and/or copy job, a 
message is displayed saying a job is being done at one or more locations and cannot 
complete the job currently (See Col. 6, Line 29-34). 

Regarding claim 29, Lobiondo ('194) discloses the scheduler, which can be 
software stored within the document processing device, is used for analyzing the 
information relating to the current job, as well as the other jobs, to determine how and 
where to distribute the job (See Col. 3, Line 41-50; Col. 4, Line 30-34). 

Regarding claims 21-23, 27, 30, and 34, the rationale provided in the rejection of 
claims 1,4-5, 11, and 28-29 are incorporated herein respectively. In addition, the 
apparatus of claims 1 , 4-5, 1 1 , and 28-29 perform the method steps of claims 21-23, 27, 
30, and 34, respectively. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in whicii the invention was made. 

Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.G. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Lobiondo CI 94). 

Regarding claim 2, Lobiondo ('194) discloses having a scheduler, which can be 
either hardware or software located within the network (See CoL 3, Line 41-44) and can 
examine the print queue of a user-selected printer, see if there are any jobs ahead, and 
have it print at the selected location if the queue is relatively small (See Col. 5, Line 18- 
23). 

Lobiondo CI 94) does not disclose polling the print queue in order to detect is a 
document processing device is performing a print job or not. 

It is well known within the art that polling is defined as the time interval the print 
server waits between checking the print queues for jobs ready and waiting to be printed. 
Since the scheduler not only checks print jobs within the document processing device, 
but also distributes the job to the one that has the least amount of jobs, it is determined 
that the scheduler polls the printers when requested. 

Thus, claim 2 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Regarding claim 3, Lobiondo ('194) discloses a scheduler, which can be either 
hardware or software located in the document processing device located within the 
network (See Col. 3, Line 41-44). The document processing device also has a copier 
connected to it (See Figure 2, Element 35) that can examine the print queue of a user- 
selected printer, see if there are any jobs ahead, and have it print at the selected 
location if the queue is relatively small (See Col. 5, Line 18-23). 

Lobiondo ('194) does not disclose polling the print queue in order to detect is a 
copy station, which is connected to a document processing device is performing a print 
job or not. 

It is well known within the art that polling is defined as the time interval the print 
server waits between checking the print queues for jobs ready and waiting to be printed. 
Since the scheduler not only checks print jobs within the document processing device, 
but also distributes the job to the one that has the least amount of jobs, it is determined 
that the scheduler polls the printers when requested. 

Thus, claim 3 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 6-10, 12-20, 24-26, and 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lobiondo ('194) in view of Johnson ('598). 

Regarding claim 6, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses having a 
job ticket and scorecard programmed within the workstation (See Figure 7, Elements 
150 and 152), which includes the person's account on the display and contains 
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numerous options before the job is ready for printing and/or copying (See Col. 6, Line 
25-31). 

Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated does not however disclose a way 
to bill a person for doing a particular job from the copy station that is connected to the 
document processing system. 

Johnson ('598) discloses a job control sheet (See Figure 5), which is scanned at 
the imaging area of the multi-function printer (See Figure 1, Element 18), to indicate 
spveral things, such as number of copies or staples, type of paper, billing the location of 
the job being done, etc. It also has a controller (See Figure 2, Element 46) to recognize 
the requests and perform them based on the bar code (See Figure 5, Element 14) and 
the marked boxes (See Col. 6, Line 35-40; Col. 7, Line 41). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention by the applicant to apply the method of having the billing and other 
requests completed on a job control sheet such as the one presented by Johnson ('598) 
and scanned into a document processing system, then include the scanned information 
within the job ticket and scoreboard mentioned by Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) 
incorporated. By doing this, the copy station connected to the document processing 
device can establish a cost for the job and have it posted on the job scoreboard and 
ticker for the user to see. The user can then verify, correct, or add any information 
before the job is billed, printed and/or copied. 

Thus, claim 6 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Regarding claim 7, Lobiondo C194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses having a 
finisher (See Figure 1, Element 120), which includes a stitcher (See Figure 1, Element 
122) for stitching or stapling papers together as well as a thermal binder (See Figure 1 , 
Element 124) for binding the prints together (See Col. 4, Line 55-59). 

Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated does not however disclose a way 
to bill a person for these additional requests from the copy station that is connected to 
the document processing system. 

Johnson ('598) discloses a job control sheet (See Figure 5), which is scanned at 
the imaging area of the multi-function printer (See Figure 1, Element 18), to indicate 
several job attributes, such as number staples, type of paper, billing the location of the 
job being done, etc. It also has a controller (See Figure 2, Element 46) to recognize 
these requests and perform them based on the bar code (See Figure 5, Element 14) 
and the marked boxes (See Col. 6, Line 35-40; Col. 7, Line 41). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention by the applicant to apply the method of having an additional billing for the 
other requests completed on a job control sheet such as the one presented by Johnson 
C598). It can then be scanned into a copy center that is connected to a document 
processing system mentioned by Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated. By 
doing this, the copy station connected to the document processing device can establish 
a total for the job with the additional costs and have it posted on the job scoreboard and 
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ticker for the user to see. The user can then verify, correct, or add any information 
before the job is billed, printed and/or copied. 

Thus, claim 7 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claim 8, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6. Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses having a 
finisher (See Figure 1 , Element 120), which includes a stitcher (See Figure 1, Element 
122) for stitching or stapling papers together as well as a themial binder (See Figure 1 , 
Element 124) for binding the prints together (See Col. 4, Line 55-59). Reed ('806) also 
displays on the job ticket (See Figure 7, Element 150) the type of paper currently 
included within the document processing system and other customizations the user can 
change to one's liking (See Col. 6, Line 25-31). 

Regarding claim 9, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference In its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses having a 
job ticket and scorecard programmed within the document processing system (See 
Figure 7), which includes a person's account on the display and contains numerous 
requests for printing and/or copying (See Col. 6, Line 25-31). 

Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated does not however disclose a way 
to bill a person for doing a printing job. 

Johnson ('598) discloses a job control sheet (See Figures 4 and 5), which is 
scanned at the imaging area of the multi-function printer (See Figure 1, Element 18), to 
indicate several things, such as number of copies or staples, type of paper, where to bill 
and print the job, etc., and have the controller (See Figure 2, Element 46) recognize the 
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requests and perform these tasks based on the bar code (See Figure 5, Element 14) 
and the marked boxes (See Col. 6, Line 35-40; Col. 7, Line 41). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention by the applicant to apply a method of billing and other requests completed 
on a job control sheet such as the one presented by Johnson ('598) and scanned into a 
document processing system mentioned by Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) 
incorporated. By doing this, the document processing system can assign and transfer 
the print job cost to the person's account and then stored on the print sever This can 
be used to keep a record how much a person is using over a certain time period and if 
one is printing an excess out. 

Thus, claim 9 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claim 10, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses having a 
job ticket and scorecard programmed within the document processing system (See 
Figure 7), which includes a person's account on the display and contains numerous 
requests for printing and/or copying (See Col. 6, Line 25-31). 

Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated does not however disclose a way 
to transmit a valid billing code before a copy job can be done. 

Johnson ('598) discloses a job control sheet (See Figures 4 and 5), which is 
scanned at the imaging area of the multi-function printer (See Figure 1, Element 18), to 
indicate several things, such as a box to indicate where to bill the job, and have the 
controller (See Figure 2, Element 46) recognize the requests and perform these tasks 
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based on the bar code (See Figure 5, Element 14) and the marked boxes (See Col. 6, 
Line 35-40; Col. 7, Line 41). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention by the applicant to apply a method of billing completed on a job control 
sheet such as the one presented by Johnson ('598) and scanned into a document 
processing system mentioned by Lobiondo ('194) with Reed C806) incorporated. By 
doing this, the document processing system can assign a certain cost for the job and bill 
it to the specified place based on a person's account. This can be used to keep a 
record how much a person is copying over a certain time period. 

Thus, claim 10 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claim 12, Lobiondo ('194) discloses having a document processing 
system, which is his case is a workstation, (See Figure 2) to make print and copy jobs, 
as well as other jobs (See Col. 3, Line 56-63). A user can specify a primary document 
processing device to output the job, but if it is determined that the job cannot be 
completed if there are a lot of jobs ahead, the user can have the job printed at an 
alternate document processing device within a specified time (See Col. 5, Line 17-33). 
A scheduler, which is located within the network at a print server, is used to analyze the 
network for available printers, sent the job to it, and complete the job by the required 
time, but if it cannot, the scheduler allocates portions of the print job to a few available 
printers (See Col. 4, Line 54-57). 
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Regarding the rest of claims within claim 12, the rationale provided in the 
rejection of claims 1 ,4, and 10 are Incorporated herein. In addition, the apparatus of 
claims 1,4 and 10 performs the method steps of claim 12. 

Thus, claim 12 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claim 31, Lobiondo ('194) mentions that Reed ('806) is incorporated 
herein by reference in its entirety (See Col. 6, Line 4-7). Reed ('806) discloses a main 
memory incorporating several hard disks (See Figure 2, Element 56) and is used for 
storing operating system software within the workstation as well as other data (See Col. 
5, Line 47-50). Reed ('806) also describes having various jobs selections programmed 
onto a job ticket and scorecard (See Figure 7) that is displayed on touch screen display, 
which can allow the user to make additional requests before the job is outputted (See 
Col. 6. Line 25-31). 

Lobiondo ('194) with Reed ('806) incorporated does not however disclose a way 
to assign a billing for doing a copy and/or print job. 

Johnson ('598) discloses a job control sheet (See Figures 4 and 5), which is 
scanned at the imaging area of the multi-function device (See Figure 1 , Element 18), to 
indicate several things, such as where to bill and print the job, etc., and have the 
controller (See Figure 2, Element 46) recognize these requests and perform them 
based on the bar code (See Figure 5, Element 14) and the marked boxes (See Col. 6, 
Line 35-40; Col. 7, Line 41). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention by the applicant to apply the method of billing and other requests 
completed on a job control sheet such as the one presented by Johnson ('598) and 
scanned into a document processing device mentioned by Lobiondo ('194) with Reed 
('806) incorporated. By doing this, the bar code on the job control sheet determines, if it 
is a printing job, where to print the job, any special requests incorporated with it, and 
have it billed at the location specified on the sheet. If it is a copy job, the sheet 
determines how many copies to make as well as any other requests before it is billed to 
the specific location. By assigning a cost for the print an/or copy job, a record can be 
kept for the how much the user is printing and/or copying. 

Thus, claim 31 is properly rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Regarding claims 13-20, 24-26, and 32-33, the rationale provided in the rejection 
of claims 2-3, 5-9, 11-12, 21 and 31 are incorporated herein respectively. In addition, 
the apparatus and method of claims 2-3, 5-9, 11-12, 21 and 31 perform the method 
steps of claims 13-20, 24-26, and 32-33, respectively. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eartier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent Rudolph whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8243. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8 A.M. - 4:30 
P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Vincent Rudolph 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2624 




